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Jean and Grizel Dalrymples, and Alexander His 
derſon Vintner in Edinburgh, and the Reverend 
Mr William Forbes Miniſter, reſiding at Fiſher- 
row, their — 


8 A IN 


Huy Guthric Writer in Edinburgh, 


Auguſt 7. 1770. 


M. B. This petition reclaims againſt an interlocutor of 
Lord Barjarg, 1 3th July. It was preſented and moved to the 
Lords on Friday the 27th July, printed and put into the 
Lords boxes next morning. But, at Mr Guthrie's particu- 
lar deſire, was withdrawn from che boxes, on aſſurance gi- 
ven, that the claim for expences ſhould be amicably ſettled, 
and the paragraphs complained of ſhould be judicially dele- 
ted. Mr Guthrie delays ; and as the ſeſſion is near a cloſe, 
the petitioners find themſelves obliged to give the Lords the 

trouble of adviſing their petition: And that the whole cauſe 
may be before their Lordſhips, there is ſubjoined the claim 
of expences given in to Mr Guthrie, after the petition, at his 
deſire, was withdrawn on Sa 28th July. Ny 


July 27. 1770. 


UNTO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE, 


The Lords of Council and Seſſion, 


IerETITION 


Jean and Grizel Dalrymples, daughters of the de- 
ceaſed William Dalrymple writer to the ſignet, and 
Alexander Henderſon vintner in Edinburgh, and 
the Reverend Mr William Forbes miniſter of the 
goſpel at Muſſelburgh, their huſbands, 


Humbly ſheweth, | 
HAT in the queſtion between Hary Guthrie writer | 
in Edinburgh, and the petitioners, which aroſe in 
| a proceſs of ranking and ſale brought by him, 
which comprehended certain ſubjects belonging to 
the petitioners, the Lord Barjarg Ordinary, of this date, pro- Feb. 27.17). 
nounced the following interlocutor. * In reſpect it 1s not al- | 
ledged, that the defenders brother was bankrupt at the 
„ date of the diſpoſition, or had not other viſible funds more 
* than ſufficient to pay his debts ; that the ſubjects diſponed 
and liferented by the mother, were no more than a ratio- 
nal proviſion for his ſiſters otherwiſe unprovided ; and that 


* infeftment was recently taken at the date of the diſpoſition ; 
1 | | A ** therefore 


1 


* therefore grants the deſire of the repreſentation; and in ſo 
* far alters the former interlocutor (this had paſſed in ab- 
ſence), and ordains the ſaid two houſes to be ſtruck out of 


* the ſale.” 
That Mr Guthrie having repreſented, the Lord Ordinary, 


June 28. 1550. upon adviſing repreſentation and anſwers, adhered. 


July 9, 1770. 


July 7. 1770. 


houſes out of the ſale; and craved a renewal of the act and 
commiſſion, and diligence, for proving the libel guoad the re- 
maining ſubjects. 

That upon this, the petitioners repreſented, That it might 
be neceſſary for them to extract the procedure hitherto, with 
reſpect to their two houſes; and therefore they craved that 
his Lordſhip would decern in terms of the interlocutor of the 


27th February; and likewiſe find them intitled to their ex- 


pences. 
That upon this the Lord Ordinary decerned in terms of 


the ſaid interlocutor, but found no expences due; and as to 
the other ſubjects, pronounced an interlocutor in common 


form. 
That the petitioners repreſented againſt this * 


in ſo far as it found no expences due to them; but the Lord 


July 13. 1770. 


Ordinary refuſed the repreſentation. And theſe judgements, 
in ſo far as they refuſe expences, the petitioners ſubmit to re- 
view; as they are hopeful your Lordſhips will be of opinion, 
that on account of the clearneſs of the caſe, and other cir- 


cumſtances, they are intitled to their expences. 


The fact is, That William Dalrymple, father to the peti- 
tioners, died in June 1732, leaving a widow and fix children, 


viz. a ſon Robert, and five daughters, all of whom were 


minors, except the eldeſt daughter Eliſabeth, who in her fa- 
ther's lifetime had been married, and got her portion. 
William Dalrymple died ſuddenly, and inteſtate. His 


moveable eſtate was ſcrim ply ſufficient to pay his debts, which 


amounted 


That thereafter, at a calling, Mr Guthrie repreſented, That 
he was to acquieſce in the interlocutor, ſtriking the ſaid 


an. — ce | FRF 2 At Kn . 
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Scots, with a diſpoſition to his houſe and garden in Fiſher- 


N 
amounted to about L. 200 Sterling; ſo that his daughters 
could reap nothing by the ſucceſſion ab intęſtato. But his he- 
ritable ſubjects were very conſiderable, and devolved wholly 
to his ſon Robert, William Dalrymple having been prevented 
by ſudden death from making a ſettlement; ſo that his 
daughters were thus left deſtitute, and a burden upon their 
mother, whoſe liferent extended over a houſe in Fiſher-row, 
ten acres of ground at Invereſk, and ſome houſes in Edin- 
burgh. 

Robert Dalrymple, brother to the petitioners, about four 
years after his father's death, when he became of age, exe- 


cuted a diſpoſition, in e of his four younger liſters, of Jan, 26.1736. 
two ſmall: houſes in Edinburgh, liferented by his mo- | 


ther; which diſpoſition proceeds upon the following nar- 
rative. © Whereas my ſaid father died inteſtate, without 
* making any proviſion for Jean, Katharine, Marion, and 
“ Grizel Dalrymples, his younger children, whereby his 


© whole eſtate being almoſt heritable, accreſces to me as 


heir foreſaid; and it being juſt and reaſonable my ſaid 
“ ſiſters ſhould have a ſhare of their ſaid deceaſed father's 
effects and eſtate ; therefore, and for the love, favour, and 
* affection 1 have and bear to the ſaid Jean, Katharine, Ma- 
« rion, and Grizel Dalrymples my fiſters, wit ye me to have 
made over,” :&c. This diſpoſition was witneſſed by Wil- 
liam Fraſer writer to the ſignet, to be after mentioned, who 
was the moſt conſiderable creditor of Robert Dalrymple' s fa- 
ther; and upon this diſpoſition the petitioners were a few 


days thereafter infeft. Jan. 30.1736. 


At granting this diſpoſition, not only was there no dili- 
gence againſt Robert Dalrymple, but he was perfectly ſol- 
vent. All the debts owing by his father wers ſome ſmall o- 
pen accounts, which were innovated in his perſon, he having 


ranted his own ſecurity therefor. As, 1/7, Of this date, he Abril. 1730. 


granted bond to the ſaid William Fraſer for L. 466: 13:8 


row 
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O. 5. 1737. 


Dec. 19 1737. 
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row in ſecurity ; redeemable upon payment of the principal 
ſum, intereſt, and expences. 

2dly, Of this date, he ſettled an account due by his father 
to Sir James Cuningham, which had lain over for many 
years, and granted bond for the balance, being L. 1019, 178. 
Scots. And, 

Laſtly, He granted bond, of this date, to John Wallace for 
an ; jag of medicines due by his father, amounting to 
L. 209 : 1 : 4 Scots. 

Theſe were all he debts due by his father, and amounted 
in whole to L. 194: 4: 5 Sterling. And theſe, with a bill 
tor L. 65, due by himſelf, were the whole debts which Ro- 
bert Dalrymple owed on any account at the time of grant- 
ing the above diſpoſition, at which time his funds were fix 


times more than ſufficient to pay his debts; and therefore, 


not only was there no diligence againſt him, but he was a 
man in entire good circumſtances and credit. 

However, ſome years after this, Robert Dalrymple fell in- 
to a diſſipated way of life, which obliged him to ſell tene- 
ment after tenement, of which he as faſt ſpent the price; 
and having not only neglected to pay his father's debts, but 


alſo contracted ſeveral of his own, the creditors at laſt pro- 


ceeded in diligence. However, the firft adjudication, which 
was led by Sir James Cuningham, does nat bear date till No- 
vember 1738, very near three years after Robert Dalrymple's 
diſpoſition to the petitioners. And even after his creditors 
proceeded in diligence, the value of his ſubjects was above 


his debts ; but his credit being broke, he went off to Ja- 


maica, and in a few years died there, a bachelor, and inte- 


_ Nate. 


The petitioners, and their mother Mrs Dalrymple, were 
very defirous of coming to an agreement with the creditors ; 
and various communings enſued between them and the pe- 
titioners, aſſiſted by Mr Guthrie, who had been doer for 
them fiance their brother's death. . 

The 


1 

The tranſaction not having been puſhed by Mr Guthrie 
with the diſpatch that was expected, the widow, and the pe- 
tirioner Mr Forbes, who were anxious to preſerve at leaſt the 
houſe in Fiſher-row, which had been, as above mentioned, 
diſponed in ſecurity to William Fraſer in 1736, Mr Forbes 
applied to Mr Fraſer himſelf, who aſſured him in very ſtrong 
terms, that he was diſpoſed to ſerve him, and give him an 
eaſe, This appears from a memorandom of Mr Fraſer's 
han«d-writing to Mr Forbes, in proceſs, which concludes in 


theſe words. He (viz. Mr Fraſer) is under no neceſlity 


* to ſell his right, but to accommodate Mr Forbes, to whom 
„he will aſſign his right eaſter than to any other perſon, as 
“ he and his fpoulſe ſeem to have an inclination, and indeed 
% natural right to poſſeſs theſe ſubjects.“ 

This Mr Forbes communicated to Mr Guthrie; but by 
different accidents the matter was put off from time to time 
till 1767, when Mr Fraſer died. 

About fix weeks after Mr Fraſer's death, Mr Forbes cauſed 
application to be made to his ſon, in order to get the tranſac- 


tion finiſhed that had been communed upon by him and the 


father : bur Mr Forbes, to his great ſurpriſe, found that Mr 
Guthrie had purchaſed the debt, and got an abſolute diſpo- 
fition to it in his own name. 

The widow having died on the 16th May 1769, Mr Gu- 
thrie, who it ſeems had purchaſed in the other debts at a 
great advantage, thought proper to raiſe. againſt the peti- 
tioners a proceſs of ranking and ſale of the different tene- 
ments belonging to their father and brother, including the 
two ſmall houſes diſponed to them as above mentioned by 
their brother in January 1 736. 

Compearance was made in this proceſs for the petitioners; 
who produced their diſpoſition and infeftment, and inſiſted 
that the houſes diſponed to them ſhould be ſtruck out of the 
whole. 

Mr Guthrie allowed the matter to lie over till the Lord Or- 

B dinary's 


—————— 
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Dec. 20. b dinary 85 laſt ſide-bar hour before the Chriſtmas vacation 1769; f 
when the cauſe was inrolled, and he obtained an interlocutor 
in abſence, ſuſtaining the libel, and allowing a proof of the 
rental, &c. 

Againſt this interlocutor the petitioners reclaimed, by a re- 
preſentation, in which they ſet forth the facts above ſtated, 
and contended, That their houſes ought to be ſtruck out of the 
ſale, as their brother had been denuded of them by the diſpo- 
ſition in their favour, and infeftment thereon; and that this 
right was not in any ſhape challengeable by Mr Guthrie, or 
any other creditor of their brother's; as not only was there no 
diligence out againſt him when he granted this right, but he 
was in entire good circumſtances and credit; all which did 
conſiſt, and could not but conſiſt, with the knowledge of Me 
Guthrie, from his connection with the family, as above re- 
preſented. 

The Lord Ordinary having ordered this repreſentation to be 
anſwered, Mr Guthrie accordingly put in anſwers. But tho' 
the petitioners had in their repreſentation ſer forth the facts as 
above with the greateſt temper, and without any aſperity or 
impropriety of expreſſion ; yet Mr Guthrie, in his anſwers, 
loſt all temper, and abuſed the petitioners, particularly Mr 
Forbes, in a manner of which it 1s believed your Lordſhips 


will by no means approve. 


Pag. 7. & 8. 
« As to the reſpondent's being doer for theſe people, the fact 


“js this, That, by the death of John Dalrymple anno 1745, 
% four of William Dalrymple's daughters then alive, ſucceed- 
* ed as heirs portioners to their couſin's heritable eſtate, the 
management whereof was committed by their mother to 
* the reſpondent; and accordingly the ſame was recovered 
* by him about 1747 or 1748, to the amount, as he thinks, 
* between L. 1000 and L. 1200 Sterling, which was divided 
in four equal parts; and each of them received their ſhares 


in bonds and caſh, 
£5 At 


For in his anſwers he is pleaſed to expreſs himſelf thus: 


f | * 


6 At the time of this diſtribution two of theſe daughters 
were married, and in low circumſtances; and, it is belie- 
ved, their two ſhares were ſoon ſwallowed up and diſſipated 
© by their huſbands and their creditors; and the ſhares of 
the other two ſoon procured them huſbands: the one to 
* Henderſon, a common ale-ſeller in Edinburgh, who very 
„ ſoon called for and got his wife's ſhare into his hands. 
« And as to the youngeſt daughter, Griſſel, while her mother was 
* hoſpitably entertaining this Mr Forbes, out of regard to his pro- 
** fe//ron, he, though in maigent circum „Hances, with children by 


7 © two former marriages, yet was he jo ungrateful and ungene- 


„ rcus, as to ſeduce this her youngeft daughter, then a very young 
* girl, to marry him: and the reſpondent was informed, that 
* Mr Forbes applied his wife's ſhare of the ſaid money in payment 
* of his own debts; jo that he believes there was not one ſhilling 
to the fore of this ſuccęſſion ſeveral years ago. | 
The making up titles to, and the recovery and diſtribu- 
tion of ſohn Dalrymple's heritage among the ſaid four 
daughters, his heirs, anno 1746 and 1747, was the only bu- 
ſineſs wherein the reſpondent was ever concerned for them, 
or either of them; and it was upwards of fifteen years after 
that buſineſs was at an end, before the reſpondent acquired 
right to any of the debts now purſued on: and whatever 
ſervice he thereby intended ts do Mrs Dalrymple, in order 
that ſhe might enjoy her liferent (which he knew was liable 
* to challenge) in quietneſs and peace, during the remainder 
of her days, ſhe being then a very old woman; yet he at- 
firms he never conferred with Mrs Dalrymple, or any of 
her daughters, or their huſbands, concerning the purchaſe 
of thoſe debts; neither did he ever undertake, nor did they 
ever ſolicit him, to act or tranſact for them in any ſhape ; 
and he affirms, that he purchaſed the ſaid debts with his 
6wn money, and for his own behoof. 
Such being the facts, whatever intention the reſpondent 


% may have had, conſiſtent with his own intereſt, to favour 
the 


CEL 
* the deceaſed Mrs Dalrymple in the quiet poſſeſſion of her 
* liferent, he was in no ſhape bound to do ſo by any legal 
* tie, far leſs is he under any obligation, either legal, equi- 
table, or rational, to diveſt himſelf of his right in favour 
+ of theſe repreſenters.” 

The Lord Ordinary having ordered e on the part of 
the petitioners, they were given in accordingly; and in them 
the petitioners, from the dates of the writings in proceſs, 
ſhowed, that the petitioners brother, when he granted them 
the right above mentioned, had no adjodications led againſt 
him, or any other diligence whatever done; and that, on the 
contrary, he was in entire good circumſtances and credit. 

The petitioners likewiſe contended, Fhat the ſaid two hou- 
ſes ought to be ſtruck out of the ſale, as their brother had 
been effectually denuded of them by the difpoſition and in- 
feftment in their favour: and although Mr Guthrie were to 
| bring a reduction of this right, it was impoſſible he could pre- 


vail, nothing being more eſtabliſhed in law, or plainer to 


common ſenſe, than that even a gratuitous deed, granted by 
a man when ſolvent, and in good circumſtances and credit, 
cannot be ſet aſide on account of a ſupervenient inſolvency, 


occaſioned by debts contracted with creditors at a great di- 


ſtance of time thereafter. 
And with regard'to that paſſage in Mr Guthrie's anſwers, 
the replies bore, that © Mr Forbes is perſuaded, your Lord- 


“ ſhips will take notice of this unmerited abuſe, and order 


* it to be ſtruck out of that paper. He will only beg leave 
* to ſay, in his own vindication, That he is the repreſenta- 
tive of a family in Aberdeenſhire, which, for ſeveral cen- 
e turies, has been very much reſpected ; that he himſelf is 
« poſſeſſed of a remnant of the once opulent family-eſtate ; 
% and that this remnant is free and unincumbered, and far 
more valuable than Mr Dalrymple's ſubjects; that he ne- 
ver was in indigent circumſtances ; but has brought up a 


numerous family with credit and reputation, and given 
ty — 


— . : > 


* them all a liberal education; That he was eight years a 
* widower, living in the ſame pariſh with Mrs Dalrymple, be- 
“fore he married her daughter; that not only the mother, 
but her relations, who are of ſome note, were conſulted up- 
on the occaſion, and did all of them approve of, and con- 
_ * ſent to, the match; and at the time of the marriage Mrs 
Forbes was twenty-nine years of age; and that ſhe is am- 
* ply provided in a jointure, in caſe of her huſband's 
© predeceaſe.” 3 
With regard to the alledgeance, That Mr Guthrie had been 
doer for the family, the petitioner could by no means retract 
it. There was evidence of it from his accounts, for buſineſs 
done for a tract of years; which indeed was not denied by 
Mr Guthrie. And it was a miſtake in him to ſay, that his 
connection had ceaſed for fifteen years before he purchaſed 
the debts. He continued in Mrs Dalrymple's confidence till 
ſpring 1767, that ſhe heard he had purchaſed Mr William 
Fraſer's debt, in his own name, and for his own behoof; and 
then, and never till then, ſhe employed another man of bu- 
ſineſs. Beſides, as Mr Guthrie ſets forth, that his reaſon for 
purchaſing the debts was to ſerve Mrs Dalrymple, by protect- 
ing it from any challenge, that ſeems to imply, that his 
connection with her was by no means over, as Mr Guthrie 
ſurely would not have imbarraſſed himſelf with purchaſing 
a number of debts to ſerve a perſon who was altogether a 
ſtranger to him, or with whom he had ceaſed to have any 
connection for fifteen years before: though at the ſame time the 
petitioners cannot conceive in what reſpect their mother's 
liferent was challengeable, as the ſubjects which her huſband 
purchaſed were taken to her and him in liferent, and {he was 
| thereupon infeft, and her huſband, at his death, left no debts 
behind him. | 
The Lord Ordinary, upon adviſing the repreſentation, an- 
ſwers, and replies, ordained theſe houſes to be ſtruck out of 
the ſale; and to this interlocutor his Lordſhip adhered, upon 
C a 


1 


a repreſentation for Mr Guthrie, and anſwers for the petition- 
ers. But his Lordſhip, by two ſubſequent judgements, found 
the petitioners not intitled to expences. | 
The petitioners do not mean to trouble your Lordſhips 
with a long argument upon this queſtion. They have laid be- 
fore your Lordſhips the facts that were laid before the Lord 
Ordinary. In their apprehenſion, it was wrong in Mr Gu- 
thrie, on ſeveral accounts, to comprehend the two houſes a- 
bove mentioned in his ſummons of ſale, and to maintain a 
litigation with the petitioners, in order to have them brought 
to a ſale; and therefore the petitioners imagine they ought to 
be found intitled to the expence they were put to in defending 
themſelves. ' 
The petitioner Mr Forbes cannot help thinking himſelf ex- 
tremely ill uſed in the above-mentioned paſſage of Mr Gu- 


thrie's anſwers. Such an accuſation muſt lie heavy upon any 


man, eſpecially upon one of his profeſſion; and therefore he 


ſubmits to your Lordſhips, if he is not intitled to the ordinary 


reparation in ſuch caſes, by having the intemperate expreſ- 
ſions ſtruck out of the paper, ſo as they may not enter the 
record. | 


May it therefore pleaſe your Lordſhips, to. review the "Ren 
Oradinary's interlocutors; and to:find Mr Guthrie liable to 


the petitioners for the expence of their defence in this que- 


ſtion; and alſo to ordam the above-tranſcribed paſſage of Mr 


Guthrie s anſwers to be ſtruck out, ſo as the ſame may not 


enter the record. 
According to juſtice, &c. | 
JO. MACLAURIN, 


11M 52 
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CLAIM of EXPENCES, Mrs Jean and 
Grizel Dalrywples, and their huſbands, 


AGAINST 
Mr Hary Guthrie. 


RS Dalrymple, the claimants mother, the liferentrix, 
having died upon the 16th day of May 1769, Mr 
Guthrie, who had been her and their doer, raifed proceſs of 
ranking and fale of the whole ſubjects liferented by her, upon 
the 23d day of May 1769: in which proceſs, Mr Guthrie in- 
cluded two ſmall houſes in Edinburgh, which had been diſ- 
poned to the claimants by their brother, ſubject to their mo- 
ther's liferent, which continued for above thirty-three years 
thereafter, and was the only ſhare they were to get of their 
father's eſtate; and their right to theſe houſes was long prior 
to the adjudications purchaſed up by Mr Guthrie, and made 
the foundation of this proceſs. 

That upon the 21ſt December 1769, the 1 produ- 
ced their diſpoſition and infeftment in Mr Guthrie's proceſs, | 
with a repreſentation againſt an interlocutor pronounced in 
abſence the day before by Lord Barjarg Ordinary, allowing a 
proof of the rental of the ſubjects contained in the ſummons, 
&c. wherein they ſer forth the fact, That their brother, at 
the time of granting this diſpoſition to them, and for a long 
time thereafter, was ſolvent; and that all the adjudications 
purchaſed by Mr Guthrie were long poſterior to their right: 
therefore the claimants now ſay, That ſuppoſing Mr Guthrie had 
had no previous knowledge of their titles, he could not after this 
production bona fide diſpute the ſubjects being ſtruck out of the 
ſummons ; and as he did diſpute it, and entered into a very 
long litigation, and threw out many things very improper 
and injurious, the claimants think, that, in juſtice, they 
ought to be indemnified of this expence, which they have 
been moſt unneceſſarily put to. 

Mr 


** 

re * 
1 12 2 | 
£4 


0 r 770.Jan-29. Mr Guthrie haviag given in long anſwers to the. above repreſenta- 


Feb. 6. 


12. 


21. 


Feb. 22. 
27. 


Mar. 8. 
June 12. 
A 


19, 


- 226 


16. 


24. 


27. 


tion, — To borrowing up the fame, 


— To making a copy of the repreſentation and * to be ſent 
to the country for information, 13 pages, 

To drawing a full memorial to lay before oy Maclaurin Advocate, 
— Jo draw a reply, 7 ſheets, | 

To making a fair copy thereof, 13 pages,, — 

To a fee to Mr Maclaurin, - —_ 8 

To his clerks, and for extraordinary writing, - « 

To making a copy of Mr Maclaurin's reply, 46 Pages, Ts 

To the clerk's ſervant therewith, 

Mr Guthrie having given in a long duply,—Ts * erde ſervant 
at borrowing up the ſame, - 

To making a copy of the duply to ſend to the congntry, 9 pages, 

The Lord Ordinary having adviſed the proce this 3 2 
his clerk for trouble at adviſing, 


* 


To the clerk's e at n up the ere to ſee the interlo- 282 


cutor, 
Mr Guthrie kevin given in a cepepfancarion int the Lord Ocdi- 


nary's interlocutor, ordaining the houſes to be ſtruck out, which 
was appointed to be anſwered, To born up the n for 


that purpoſe, 
To a fee to Mr Maclaurin to draw anſwers de he above repreſen: 
tation, : | 
To his clerks fees, ans for writing, 3 1 - 
To making a fair copy of Mr Maclaurin's anſwers, 18 pages l 
15 7 Lord R s clerk, and clerk's unt s dues of the an- 
wers, 


The Lord Ordinary Bede g adhered 40 "bis lncerlocutor, but this 


day refuſed 'expences, — To borrowing up the proceſs, - 
To drawing a repreſentation againft the ſame, 3 ſheets, —- 
To writing and copying the ſame, 10 pages, - - 


To the Lord Ordinary's clerk, and clerk's ſervant's dues ire 


The Lord Ordinary having refuſed the repreſentation, — 7”. the 
clerk's ſervant at borrowing the proceſs to reclaim, | 
The proceſs being called back, —To l 15 ſame again to 

lay before Mr Maclaurin, | 
To a fee to Mr Maclaurin to draw the perition, 9 - 
To his clerks, and for writing, "Pp - 
To making clerk's copy of the petition 18 Pages, 8 - 
To the clerk's fees thereof, 8 
To Printing the ſame, 25 copies, 11 A 62. - - 


To agent's fee, 


- * 
2 


Neat deburſements in lirigarion after the claimants 
titles were produced, —befide the blank articles, L. iI r 1 


To printing claim of expences, 50 copies, 9 0 


irt 10 1 


O O0 O08 0 0 


by 


L. o 
The Lord Ordinary having appointed replies to de given in thereto, - N 


O O 


O O 


Oo. 


O | 
4 2 
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